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HAMILTON FIELD NATURALISTS CLUB

Submission to the Land Conservation Council

PROPOSAL FOR AN EXTENSIVE GRAMPIANS NATIONAL PARK

OF NATIONAL SIGNIFICANCE.

A. Introduction:

"The Grampians provide some of the most beautiful and diverse habitats
for native Flora in Victoria".
(FCV Management Policies for the Grampians, 1977, Pg 6).

The Grampians has the potential to be one of Australia's truly
magnificent National Parks. Many people already regard it as such,

On any objective analysis, the case for a Grampians National Park is
completely convineing. The magnificent topography and scenery, the superb
range of wild flowers (about 1/3 of Victorid s Flora) the wide diversity of
habitats and wildlife, the appeal of this area to tourists, campers,
bushwalkers, naturalists and rock-climbers alike - these all point to the
very obvious fact that the Grampians is an outstanding natural asset, indeed
worthy of National Park status. Many visitors assume that it already is a
National Park. If the Grampians does not become a Netional Park, it will
not be because it does not come up to the criteria for a National Park that
the L.C.C. is looking for, viz:

"An extensive area of public land, of nation-wide significance because
of its outstanding natural features and diverse land types, set aside
primarily to provide public enjoyment, education and inspiration in natural
environments".

(Corangamite Study Area, Final Recommendations, 1978).

Careful reading of the L.C.C. Report on SVW Area No. 2 indeed strongly
confirms this view. There are "diverse vegetation types, and about 1000
species of vascular plants" (pg 273), "a great diversity of habitats, and
a correspondingly large number of animal species" (pg 275). The Grampilans
are widely recognized as "one of the state's most important nature
conservation areas", and have "a very high capability for flora
conservation", (pg 276) and for fauna conservation.

In addition, they are "the biggest repository of Aboriginal rock art
in Victoria", the mountain ranges have outstanding scenic values and "have
a very high capability for recreational use" (pg 279). Pleasure driving,
relaxation, camping, picnicing, bushwalking, climbing, nature study etc -
the 1list speaks for itself.

Furthermore, the area has only a moderate to low capability for
agriculture, (pg 280) and any further clearing of timber would seriously
affect water-catchment values, especially in the area around Rockland's
Resevoir (see Chapter 13 on Hazards). The capability for mineral
production is low (pg 283). The area is extremely important for water
supply, (pg 283), but there would be no conflict of this with MNational Park
status.

Obviously the Grampians more than meet Naticnal Park eriteria, and
there appear to be no areas of conflict with most other possible conflicting
uses, such as agriculture and mineral production. Though grazing and
timber extraction have claims on the area at present, we do not believe
that these claims justify denying the area National Park status.
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We have included the Black Range and the land to the north of Rocklands
Reservoir in the proposed National Park (see map) for the following
reasons.

(1) Black Range cliffs, with their novel moss ledges, rare and localised
plant species and aboriginal shelter and paintings,

(i1) Large areas of savannah woodland (red gum, yellow gum) and stringy
bark - box woodland (brown stringy bark with yellow gum, grey box,
yellow box, red gum). This area is the only large viable area of
these woodland types in the Western District.

(i11) Foothills and heath lands with Callitris banks and spectacular wild
flower displays.

(iv) A number of rare and localized plant species occur in this region.

Also as the L.C.C. Report points out, this area has a high capsbility
for flora conservation; and the gum-box woodlands referred to above have
a very high capability for fauna conservation (pg 291). Furthermore, "the
link between this block and the Crampians block to the east is very
significant for fauna conservation, as it greatly increases the total
area and the diversity of the various habitats available". (pg 291)
From the L.C.C. Report, it is clear that timber production and agriculture
are not viable alternative uses for the area. Grazing conflicts with fauna
and flora conservation at present, and any further clearing of the woodlands
is ecologically very undesirable because of the increased salting problems
that would occur in the Rocklands Reservoir and elsewhere.

B. Present Conditions and Management.

1. Present and Future Production Capacity of Hardwood and Softwood in the
Grampians.

The FCV Management Policies Document 51977) states that present annual
hardwood sawlog production is about 6000 m” per annum, tent§§I3susta1ned
capacity of the two pine planaations is of the order of 12, m pe§
annum, and present capacity of the pine plantations is around 3000 m” per
anmum, However no information is given on potential sustained production
capacity of the hardwood production zones.

Little 1light is shed on this in the L.C.C. Report (Chapter on Timber
Production, pp 221 - 235), as "no further information on the hardwood
resources, such as the volumes and the growth rates of the various stands,
is currently available". This is unfortunate, as without this information
the potential sustained hardwood production rate cannot be estimated. There
is some discrepancy between the L.C.C. Report and the FCV data, as the
L.C.C. Report gtates that the volume of hardwood timber currently produced
is only 5000 m” per annum. Furthermore, in the L.C.C. Report the potential
sustained capacisy of the Billywing Plantation alone i1s stated to be the
order of 12000 m” per annum, the potential capacity of the Mt. Difficult
Plantation is not given, whereas the FCV Document stateg the potential
capacity of both plantations is of the order of 12000 m”.

Despite this lack of clarity, one conclusion is reasonably clear;
the potentlal capacity of the two softwood plantations in the Grampians
is at least equal to the potential hardwood capacity, and may be much
more. Table 29 in the L.C.C. Report seems to imply (being generous) that
the potential sustained capacity of the wood forest might increase
up toBtwo times (present productivity 1-4 m” / ha / pa, potential productivity
3-5m” / ha / pa).
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If productivity did increase two times, hardwood production in all the
Grampians would only equal softwood production in the two (relatively
very small) pine plantations.

In other words, potential hardwood production is NOT very significant,
present production even less So.

(If the total present annual allocation was cut (18,450 m3), hardwood
production could increase further, but this would rapidly deplete the
resource if done at present. It is not stated whether a sustained
capacity of this level might be possible in the future (when regrowth
stands are available) without depleting the resources).

The lack of clarity in the figures available (and the lack of
future hardwood potential figures) is very disturbing, as these figures
are obviously important to an accurate assessment of the future hardwood
potential of the Grampians. On the available data, hardwood production
(either present or future) seems of little significance.

2. The Economics of Timber Production.

What of the economics of timber production? How important is it in
the Grampians?

The potential for softwood and hardwood production is low to moderate
(pg 282) - the softwood plantations probably have at least as much production
gapacitj of all the hardwood production zones (sée above)l Analysis of the chapter
én Timber production (rp 221-235) in the LCC Report clearly shows that Grampians
hardwood timber is not of much economic importanc~ to the area. -
Excluding Stawell Timber Industries (who employ 200 people) the processing
of other timber in the whole Study Area provides full time employment
for the equivalent of about 25 men (pg 235). Stawell Timber Industries
uses principally softwood, and well more than half of its allocation of
both softwood and hardwood comes from outside the study ares.

We therefore argue that our proposals (see below) to continue the
Mt. Difficult pine plantation, allow the Billywing pine plmntation to
be harvested once, and phase out logging of hardwood species within ten
years would have no economic impact on the region. We can see no reason
why this would not allow Stawell Timber Industries to continue as a
viable industry.

Smaller areas of hardwood (especially red gum) that are on the
fringes of the Grampians and are important to small millers (and others)
who have no alternative sources of supply may be really more important
to the economics of the local areas than the biger area hardwood production
zones in the centre of the Grampians, Examples are around Woohlpooer, and
perhaps near Dunkeld. There could well be a case for maintaining smaller
areas such as these (especially near Woohlpooer) as hardwood production
areas. However, we do not believe, on the evidence we have presented,
that there are any sound economic or other reasons why nearly all of the
hardwood production zones in the Grampians should remain as such.

35 The Economics of Tourism.

The tourist potential of the Grampians could only increase if it
were to be declared a National Park. The Chapter on Recreation (pp 161 -
177) estimates that the total volume of business generated by tourism is






